Dear &r* Arnoni, 



New Address^ Ht, 7, Frederick, ^d. 21701 

10 'll y G 7 

Your piece, "Garrison and 7/axren: Anything In Common", io based on factual 
wrror, faulty reckoning, i9 constructed p a a piece of propaganda, and libals those you 
ere corefUl not to name, of whom 1 presume that this time 1 ax not one* 

1 haven’t time for a long shy, organized response, end I think the time w>uld 
be carted if I bad it. 1 recognize Sylvia’s inspiration, and ranch as I rsspect her end 
her work, ± fear this time she use gotten herself emotionally involved* There is nothiqg 
wrong with crnction, nor is there on this subject. Sylvie, liks you, assumes shat is 
neither true nor probably true, seizes on a few isolated things she tskes cut of context 
(as you do) ana weaves her unhappiness from it* A regret she feels S3 she does* There a 
is no* doubt in my mind cf her complete sincerci ty and integrity* 1 carrot say that 
about ‘‘his article. 

1 omke a few comnents only* 

Garrison’s "conclusions derived from no icriticiol general view of the 
U*S. po* er structure.**" ^'alse* 

".••no soiiel philosopher, no social critic. *. n I think it is fair to take 
there Tords Ultra 11 y end declared tb«=m f^lse also* 

I ignore your obvious literary deviceB and strew men. They ere inappropriate 
in your publication. They are not honest. They build up, unfairly, to:"Days of waiting 
for the Big Disclosure grew into weeks ond then months"* This is plein crop. The plec9 
for revelation is in court. Ger* ison never made any public announcement of his case. He 
tried end for mo ntha succeeded in keeping it secret. 

"The reliability of new witnesses was by no means better that that c| the 
first ones." I am ^lnaware of any he produced in tiny proceeding that he did not in the 
firet. The absence of names in your story is appropriate : tin re are nono. 
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Rid you expect %9hop P^ke to be wo rkin ~ lor the CIA? Or angels Talking of 

murder* 

* 

r •• •distressingly frequent accusations of attempts to influence or outright 
coerce witnesses.,.” Save for the blasted and felse accusations of Ayneavorth, of whom 
you shcu.ld know enough to credit nothing he sejrs on this subject, and those even more 
d4/er apt table by NBC, what conx you possibly have in mind frith this fiction^ In the case 

9 

of Sesuboeuf, t* hcs voluntarily admitted to 3 reporter friend of mine that no effort 
W8s mode to corrupt him, that a 21 that wen asked of him was the whole truth. Note that 
nothing has hern said of t hie unfortunete young men by Garrison (only NBC, asivdfcth 
Sanclra !.Joffet, mad these hints). It is now unquestioned that the tape cited by NEC 
was ©cited. 1 zes offeree the John The Baptist fancier ami story May 26, a month 
after 1 hod finished my own bo-dc cn this subject (now being printed by farellax) by 
tv.o good Nev/ Orleans reporters. I did not use it fer the esme reason they would not: 
Cencler would not swear to it. He would not before the grand jury, would not before a 
judge. Dud ves convicted of contempt, ^e reduced to answer the simple Question: did you 
tell the truth on NEC. After getting the conviction. Garrison's office moved for the 
setting aside of the sentence. 1 also knew something of NBC end its function in this 
matter. They tried to plant bad information ^and of the vilest sort) in the Garrison 
investigation, through me. Fortunately, with permission, 1 have a tape of soma of it. 

I offered it to NBC, vfithout response. 

I era no defender of police methods. Thirty years ago x investigated and 
exposed them. Garrison, to my observation, has net exploited them. I know the police- 
men against whom tho charge is made. He is no fool. Ttere he tc have engaged in any such 
scheme, it is much more likely he would have had other ends, like getting information 
for a search werrant. 1 do not believe he did anything wrong or unusual and have seen 
no evidence that he has. has c vulnerability thst ic being exploited by the other side. 
The fancier story did not surface spontaneously . It was offered those reporters ty defense 
counsel, who et th^ s^me time ecknowl edged paymen r - by the CIA and said it would be deried 
if the reporters printed it. As you should know* the CIA involvement is no longer secret. 

I developed a witness of ry own, e men who had b^en cut off every time he 
^ vi-innteer before the Coraisnion. has 1)6011 Intimidated, by the other side. 
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he to toll Josloj Li.WUr *»t Uobolor did not «t to ho.r 1. «. 

an FBI agent regularly attended meetings of ore of the right-wing Cuban groups, of vb ich 
he wee then e member. Osveld else boo connections with these people. a e phoned to tell 
me when he would call beck, so I could prepare to tape record him. On kia way to the 
phono at the ppointed time he we 3 lendpiped. **e phoned me from the hospital. T his is not 
the only exempted intimidation of him, but. it should be enough. The second was after 
ha agreed to testify b.rfbre the grand Jury, on ny introduction of him to 0 member of 
^errieon’s steff* cm bsnlstimt DA. 

.•h t is doing the coercing* Pbich wS tnes. es ere being coerced* Perhaps you’d 



lift, po hoar these tapes and those I elso auppliec u arrison, us'-'d in the Andrews trial, 
in which Andrews told a reporter friend of mine that, ho mpujd perjure himself boepuse 
he Trent •-(* to live. Garrison ie doing the intimidating 

f 

Your paragraph about "fie St ary" and the "basking in the power" of *4 1 t he 
critics except Sylvie ia really disgraceful. It should ren;j^re only rereading to make 
you e sheraod of such slanders. The same is true of -hat follows, thot nonsense of 
psychological benefactions, whatever you mean by that. 

"iVilliara Gurvich, save by solf-a -•pointment , wo a never "chief investigator”. 

When 1 was first approached, January 1, 1 was told ^ouis •‘•vona was thief investigator 
end how to get in touch with him. His prediceasor was Pershing Gervais. These men are 
not exactly the usual pattern of police investigators ; nside frem Gurvich, of whom I caintt 
speak). The first thing they naked of me was that 1 address the history course they were 



taking nights at Loyola. 

Spe king of Gurvich, does it not strike you as unusual thut ho twnns his 
coat only after conferences wit n Senator Ho'oert Kennedy- Picture of Kennedy associating 
with peephole pc^fessionals* X his alone ie a tipofi that Gurvich woe a p^Lnt. And where 
are your polemics about his intervention into a legal proceeding* He publicly acknowledged- 

t 

he was in open and deliberate contempt of court in commenting on the case, particularly 
as*hhe did.jFc you think this sort of thing does not influence Jurors- Or than ary 
potential Juror was not reached by his prejddiciol statements* Society oIbo has rights, 
including the right to o fair end unprejudiced trial before a jury of thot cheroct r. 






^nly your limited circulation ana political cngls puts ycu out of this 
class, for such writing denies an unbieeed jury, just as murh as in the Shepard case. 

The difference is between the right* of cne end the rights of ell. 

Attributing "procrestinetion" to Garrison is a plain lie. *ou certainly 
cannot be oven reading the New Orleans papers. He bee from the very first pressed for a 
speedy trial. It 5 b 10t*£ the other side that is causing ell ibf delays, -nth the che pest 
legal devices. Just 1 at month the judge (one remember Garrison'^ feuue with the juclg^s 
wont to the "upreme 3 0 urt) ercoriete& the defense for its delaying tactics. Now they 
seeks delay of sn additional sir nor.uhs. Ana you charge ^sr ison with procrastination. * 
It tney ce norm? 1 end proper fo^ defense to use sjch tactics, but h<v» do th<iy compere 
eith the use you meke of then* 

» 

n Gcr ' ier n f s trust cc oun; is exhaust <*S w . before trial, when he has satis- 
fi a a grend jury and a pcnel of judges that haw probable caused Your exhaust 

f 

easily, and prematurely. 

M It is time for i*r. Garrison t.j prove himself...." To you, with your 

obvious prQ&udices, or to a Judge one jury* f?e wants to get there but ia denied that 

/ 

by the other side and is further impeded by such articles es yours, vh ich ia poisonous. 

It ia toe ^ he pest kiuii of journalism to go i ito the digression that critice 
by "coincidence n have been sought out by those seeking to plant information in an effort 
to make it ee ma thnt this ia -what is involve,^ in the Garrison case. I wrote a 180,000 
wore book on tne subject, completed in early April and with an eprendix cf more than 500 

Y 

pagis of documents, once secret, before hod met or even spoken to Garrison, our own 
ignorance is understandable and needs ho justification. x ou are more than busy with 
your regular *• ork« But how dare you write so without ths meet exhaustive kind of pereonel 
investigation* How dare you equate your own s^lid ignorsnee with knowledge, fact* 

t 

I wrfcte you because x presume* this was your purpose in sending ne a copy of 
this issue, v it b this gtory marked. I have not rote into the feet ol the case -for 
example, tne unquestioned fectfctket David rerrie 7»^s known to the F?;I to have three tenon 
ic sheet the President - for ^ haven't the time anci have put much of it in o book that 
elms: t any day rtov; should be available to you (who will you accuse me of steeling this 



5 



book from* ) any d8y now (fterellaxix told me today they have tbe fir: t bound ccpy). 

I have been silent since your first slenders because I intend you no berm or bed 
But I wee 

luckf/disep pointed that you were net honest enough to apologize end, frankly, sur- 
prized that you hove since bed your o’^n boycott* I think your readers, with your 
representations, ere entitled to these disclosures 1 have mede* Vince also made the 

aare f^ls? oc usations st fchu same tine. The difference between you is this: he at 
leant made o gesture and apologized, without inspiration, l^bon I decider to go ahead 
with a private printing of my first book, I knew it coulj be bankrupting. Since then 
^ hove been aware that each new book presented ms with o now potential disaster. It 
has not bom encouraging to find that those whe profess similar beliefs have uxpreasod 
them with suppression. 

You will eventual iy learn th< t fra: -hot tha Janriisuion hod and didn’t 
use there is f prima facie case, that Oswald had connections uitb th: sr: t i tro 
Cubans (who 1 have from th first believed framed him), that thore was on intercepted 
plan to assassinate the President in ^iemi , another in l^illus dating to early October 
1963 (for whet x believe good reasons I left this cut of ny Crlosne book but told 
c major periodica] about the existence of «? tp *e recording of the throat end they now 
hsve it), p nd nuny other things. You will lesm cf the involvements of tbe FBI agents 
in ^&a Orleans (how ode finding you their protector) and probably of CIA agents. 

It is unfortmusto thet, *br whatever purpose, you found it necessary to ally 
yourself with those who 1 think are not normally your eliies, including those working 
with, if not for , the CIA. It If also unfort anete that no matter hew weakly, you also 
struck e blow against n free and fair trial, something we so much need cn this subject. 

Sincerely yours, 

Harold laisberg 



